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confront anyone who reflects upon the system of to-morrow
or even the systems already realised in Soviet Russia,
or in co-operative production. What exactly is meant by
abolishing the wage system ? The only categorical method
would be to make of each wage-earner an independent,
autonomous producer, an artisan or a peasant. But this
system would be incompatible with large industry,
technical progress and the impetus of economic evolu-
tion. Besides, no one, Socialist or Liberal, asks for it.
But if labour is to be organised collectively, whether by
syndical, co-operative, municipal or national enterprise,
replacing private enterprise, they would still have to
direct and pay the worker. In the end, he will only have
changed masters. The wage system will remain. Only
the capitalist as employer will have disappeared. So be
it, one might say, but at least the workers, working for
an association of which they are members, or in a collec-
tive body, would work better ? Yes, but are those on the
pay-roll of the State, the municipality or the co-operative
association less eager to press their claims or their com-
plaints? In spite of all, something will be changed.
Profit will be eliminated. The wage-earner will no longer
have the feeling, which rightly or wrongly embitters
him to-day, that his labour serves to enrich his employer
and make his profits secure. Hence, by this psychological
analysis of the worker's mentality, the conclusion brings
us back to the premisses from which Gide started to
find a basis of political economy. The noble harmony and
continuity of his scientific and moral work thus reflects
the ordering of*a long and admirably full life devoted to
the service of humanity.